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Scale (items in survey) Number of 
questions
Mean SD Reliability 
(Cronbach’s α)
Current	situation	(1a-1g) 7 3.84 .47 .73
Implementation	in	schools	(1c-1g) 5 3.68 .56 .70
Principals	and	their	knowledge	about	the	Act	(1a-1b) 2 4.23 .52 .83
Principals	and	the	use	of	the	Act	in	schools		(1c,	1e-1g) 4 3.86 .61 .67
Ideal	outcome	(2a-2g) 7 4.06 .50 .80
Implementation	in	schools	(2b,	2d-2g) 5 4.06 .50 .69
Principals	and	their	knowledge	about	the	Act	(2a,	2b) 2 4.04 .58 .84
Principals	and	the	use	of	the	Act	in	schools		(2b,	2e-2g) 4 4.18 .56 .75
Acknowledgement	of	leadership	dimensions	(Robinson)	
(3a-3e)		
5 4.37 .42 .76
Use	of	leadership	dimensions	(Robinson)	in	schools	
(4a-4e)
5 3.93 .41 .64






































#1	(male) 11-15 11-15 Principal	of	1	school	in	foundation	of	5	schools
#2	(female) 0-5 0-5 Deputy	director,	one	school
#3	(female) 0-5 0-5 Principal	of	1	school	in	foundation	of	3	schools
#4	(male) 11-15 11-15 Principal	of	two	schools
#5	(male) 5-10 0-5 Principal	of	1	school	in	foundation	of	19	schools














Scale Number of 
questions
Mean SD
Current	situation	(1a-1g) 7 3.84 .47
Involvement	BIO-Act 1 2.99 .69
Implementation	in	schools	(1c-1g) 5 3.68 .56
Principals	and	their	knowledge	about	the	Act	(1a-1b) 2 4.23 .52
Principals	and	the	use	of	the	Act	in	schools		(1c,	1e-1g) 4 3.86 .61
Ideal	outcome	(2a-2g) 7 4.06 .50
Implementation	in	schools	(2b,	2d-2g) 5 4.06 .50
Principals	and	their	knowledge	about	the	Act	(2a,	2b) 2 4.04 .58
Principals	and	the	use	of	the	Act	in	schools		(2b,	2e-2g) 4 4.18 .56
Acknowledgement	of	leadership	dimensions	(Robinson)	(3a-3e)		 5 4.37 .42
Use	of	leadership	dimensions	(Robinson)	in	schools	(4a-4e) 5 3.93 .41




































































Scale M-difference SD 95% CI T (102) P-value r Cohen’s d
Implementation -.39 .51 [-.48;	-.29] -7.73 P<.001 .55 .74	(moderate	effect)
Use	of	Act -.32 .52 [-.43;	-.22] -6.27 P<.001 .60 .62	(moderate	effect)
































































the	p-value	of	teacher learning and development (p=.04).	Although	significant	at	




Scale M SD 95% CI T (102) P-value
Leadership	dimensions .44 .43 [.35;.53] 9.83 p<.001
Establishing	goals	and	expectations .55 .73 [.40;.69] 7.41 p<.001
Strategic	resourcing .75 .79 [.59;.90] 9.33 p<.001
Planning,	coordinating	and	evaluating .52 .73 [.38;.67] 7.11 p<.001
Teacher	learning	and	development .11 .54 [.005;.22] 2.08 p=.04
Ensuring	an	orderly	and	supportive	environment .24 .65 [.11;.37] 3.7 p<.001































Leadership dimensions of Robinson Implementation of 
Act BIO
Use of Act BIO












Table: 10 Correlation between the implementation and use of Act BIO and the leadership dimensions
*= significant correlations between variables   
By	comparing	the	dimensions	with	the	implementation	and	use	of	Act	BIO	
the	results	show	that	the	acknowledgement	of	the	dimensions	of	planning, coor-
dination and evaluating	and	teacher learning and development	have	a	significant	
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positive	correlation	with	the	implementation	and	the	use	of	the	Act,	even	though	
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